20000602.ba v02_n912.bam.20000602

>From ???@??? Fri Jun  2 23:25:18 2000 -0500
Message-Id: <200006030423.e534Nat05180@sco.theporch.com>
Date: Fri,  2 Jun 2000 23:23:11 CDT
From: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: BOATANCHORS digest 2912

			    BOATANCHORS Digest 2912

Topics covered in this issue include:

  1) identify "Johnsen" key ?
	by "Hue Miller" <kargokult@proaxis.com>
  2) Re: Military communications equipment collectors and restorers......
	by Dan <hankarn@pacbell.net>
  3) Re: Military communications equipment collectors and restorers......
	by PLT1032@aol.com
  4) Re: Military communications equipment collectors and restorers......
	by "Mike B. Feher" <n4fs@monmouth.com>
  5) Re: Military communications equipment collectors and restorers......
	by Bob Roehrig <broehrig@admin.aurora.edu>
  6) Re: Military communications equipment collectors and restorers......
	by Paul Monroe <pmonroe@inwave.com>
  7) Mil Items on the reflector
	by CEMILTON@aol.com
  8) Re: Mil Items on the reflector
	by plmills@attglobal.net
  9) Will Trade.........................
	by PLT1032@aol.com
 10) Need good Y cord for Brandes phones
	by Tom Norris <badger@telalink.net>
 11) Re: ELECTRIC SERVICE QUERY - MORE
	by "russ dworakowski" <wb3fau@hotmail.com>
 12) RE: Military Comm gear on Boatanchors
	by DCrespy@aol.com
 13) Re: Military communications equipment collectors and restorers......
	by Arden Allen <gumbear@pacbell.net>
 14) RE: Need good Y cord for Brandes phones
	by "Jim Berry" <basalop@gte.net>
 15) RE: Military communications equipment collectors and restorers......
	by "Jim Berry" <basalop@gte.net>
 16) Re: ARC Type 15F components
	by Ken Corwin <kenc2@pacbell.net>
 17) Re: Coastwatchers
	by Ed Zeranski <ezeran@concentric.net>
 18) Re: Mil-Rads and History, etc.
	by Jderm740@aol.com
 19) RE: Military communications equipment collectors and restorers......
	by "Bill Hawkins" <bill@iaxs.net>
 20) Re: Military discussions
	by Ed Zeranski <ezeran@concentric.net>

----------------------------------------------------------------------
Message-ID: <002d01bfccef$1a4a7300$17c16ac6@oemcomputer>
From: "Hue Miller" <kargokult@proaxis.com>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: identify "Johnsen" key ?
Date: Fri, 2 Jun 2000 17:03:05 -0700
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
	charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

I have this straight key, marked "Johnsen",
has a thin metal rounded cover over it with
hinges to rear of key for lifting, also a base
plate of same thin metal for mounting to
something. Color is kinda grey. What is
this, when and where?
Tnx, Hue Miller

------------------------------
Date: Fri, 02 Jun 2000 17:22:23 -0700
From: Dan <hankarn@pacbell.net>
Subject: Re: Military communications equipment collectors and restorers......
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Cc: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Message-id: <39384FBF.C71F79F5@pacbell.net>
MIME-version: 1.0
Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii
Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

Well said Bobbi. Hue and a bunch of the guys post some very informative
plus interesting posts.

I think it is a well rounded group and feel that the little cry babies
can go sit in the corner, suck their thumb and pout. Otherwise hit that
DELETE spot on the screen and just watch it vaporize out of sight.
The old saying "Out of sight out of mind"
Hank KN6DI

------------------------------
From: PLT1032@aol.com
Message-ID: <e1.523ffa6.2669aa18@aol.com>
Date: Fri, 2 Jun 2000 20:23:52 EDT
Subject: Re: Military communications equipment collectors and restorers......
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

I kinda liked the thread on BC-474's, since I own a nice new-looking one. I 
prefer black wrinkle finished units, though. If I see something that doesn't 
look interesting to me, I also use the delete key. There's room for all of 
us! 

Like Rotney King said: "Can't we all just get along?"

O.K., hit the delete key!

Bob Lindgren

------------------------------
Message-ID: <001501bfccf3$7c856760$378abd18@Feher>
From: "Mike B. Feher" <n4fs@monmouth.com>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: Re: Military communications equipment collectors and restorers......
Date: Fri, 2 Jun 2000 20:34:30 -0400
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
	charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

I use one of my BC-474s on the air from time to time. It is a fun little
radio to operate. Almost every NG or reflector that I pay attention to seems
like they have their self appointed censors or instigators. Gosh, that was
one of the reasons I left Communist Hungary with my parents in 1956. I enjoy
most of the posts whether they are related to military or ham BAs. Sometimes
it seems there are more posts on what to post and what not to post rather
than the "good stuff". Keep the military stuff coming. 73 - Mike


Mike B. Feher, N4FS
89 Arnold Blvd.
Howell NJ, 07731
(732) 901-9193


----- Original Message -----
From: <PLT1032@aol.com>
To: "Old Tube Radios" <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Sent: Friday, June 02, 2000 8:23 PM
Subject: Re: Military communications equipment collectors and
restorers......


> I kinda liked the thread on BC-474's, since I own a nice new-looking one.
I
> prefer black wrinkle finished units, though. If I see something that
doesn't
> look interesting to me, I also use the delete key. There's room for all of
> us!
>
> Like Rotney King said: "Can't we all just get along?"
>
> O.K., hit the delete key!
>
> Bob Lindgren
>
>

------------------------------
Date: Fri, 2 Jun 2000 19:44:53 -0500 (CDT)
From: Bob Roehrig <broehrig@admin.aurora.edu>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
cc: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: Re: Military communications equipment collectors and restorers......
Message-ID: <Pine.OSF.3.96.1000602194251.20310B-100000@admin.aurora.edu>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: TEXT/PLAIN; charset=US-ASCII

On Fri, 2 Jun 2000, Roberta J. Barmore wrote:

> built by Frigidare based on a Pye design and not put into production until
> 1943, then used as combination doorstop/toasters on Free French
> submarines--heck, I get lost.  But it's fun anyway, and I can certainly
> apprecate the all-original setups many of the mil guys have got running.


My sentiments exactly. If we don't want the mil stuff here, then we may as
well say that all Hallicrafters discussions belong on that list, all
National discussions belong on that list, etc......


                    "Nostalgia is a thing of the past"
    E-mail: broehrig@admin.aurora.edu or k9eui@arrl.net   73 de Bob, K9EUI
            CIS: Data / Telecom   Aurora University, Aurora, IL
                      630-844-4898  Fax 630-844-4222
                 PLEASE PUT ALL REPLIES IN ASCII TEXT ONLY

------------------------------
Message-ID: <39385890.A81FDA97@inwave.com>
Date: Fri, 02 Jun 2000 20:00:00 -0500
From: Paul Monroe <pmonroe@inwave.com>
MIME-Version: 1.0
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: Re: Military communications equipment collectors and restorers......
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Surplus military gear was the only way I could afford to get started in
ham radio.  My first rig was an ARC-5, NIB for 5$ that I picked up in
beatiful downtown Burbank. The power supply was HB from an old TV set
picked up in the alleyway behind our house. My receiver was a Halli S22R
--- what a thrill to hear the entire 40M Novice band all at once!  I
didn't really know what a decent RX sounded like until I got my hands on
a BC342.

For those of us short on cash in the mid-50's, surplus mil gear at very
low prices was the only way to get started. Not only that, it actually
was better than most of the costly commercial gear available at the
time.

Keep the mil stuff coming.

73,

Paul Monroe, W9MEH (formerly K6PZV)
Janesville, WI

------------------------------
From: CEMILTON@aol.com
Message-ID: <79.4e1bc6c.2669bd6e@aol.com>
Date: Fri, 2 Jun 2000 21:46:22 EDT
Subject: Mil Items on the reflector
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit


I must agree with Bobbi and others that the list has enuf BW to accomodate 
discussion, historical or technical, of Mil items........ esp those of WWII.

I don't contribute much because I find myself surrounded with some pretty 
knowledgable folks whose input is educational to me.  I'm from the VietNam 
era, but my love of BA's goes way back to WWII and the mid-30's.

My BA's include the BC-348, ARC-5, SCR-274N, as well as the GRC-9 and the 
GRC-109 plus the RS-6.  All are usable in the HF amateur spectrum alongside 
my Collins and Heath stuff.......

This list, as advertised, has the highest S/N ratio of any out there.  I 
think Jack does an FB job of determining what is acceptable or not and those 
who want to narrow or pre-ordain subject content should defer to the man who 
pays the bills.

For me, let the BA discussions continue.  Including those technical as well 
as historically significant posts concerning Mil Gear.  If it has tubes and 
weighs >20 lbs, its probably a BA.

And finally, thank you to those who contribute info that is helpful to those 
of us who may not be quite as advanced as you in matters pertaining to Mil 
BA's.  And to those who have nothing better to do than complain 
------------------ do us all a favor!!!!!!!

The Farenheit 451 suit is on.

Tnx, all, es vy 73 de W4MIL

Chuck

------------------------------
Message-ID: <39386A0C.7F98DB09@attglobal.net>
Date: Fri, 02 Jun 2000 21:14:36 -0500
From: plmills@attglobal.net
MIME-Version: 1.0
CC: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: Re: Mil Items on the reflector
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>

I'm really handy with the delete key when I don't
like a particular thread and it doesn't bother me a
bit to have to delete things that I'm not interested
in at the moment but that others find interesting and
useful.  Sometimes I get lost in the various mil 
nomenclature but I usually learn something if I hang
in there.

My first receiver was a Knight Kit Space Spanner.  That got
me interested in ham radio.  Second receiver was a Halli
SX-43.  When I got my novice license and used a Globe Chief
under crystal control, I got real tired of the SX-43 being
on a different frequency after I finished sending.  The 
solution was a BC-348....you could pick it up and drop it
a foot down to the table top and still be on frequency.

It has been pointed out that there are other mil mail lists
but I'd certainly like to keep radio related discussions
on this list....there is a lot to learn and ones personal
interests can shift over time.

Besides, as all of you know ( you'd better!), Jack rules!! :-)

thanks & 73,
Phil
W5BVB
CEMILTON@aol.com wrote:
> 
> I must agree with Bobbi and others that the list has enuf BW to accomodate
> discussion, historical or technical, of Mil items........ esp those of WWII.
> 
> I don't contribute much because I find myself surrounded with some pretty
> knowledgable folks whose input is educational to me.  I'm from the VietNam
> era, but my love of BA's goes way back to WWII and the mid-30's.
> 
> My BA's include the BC-348, ARC-5, SCR-274N, as well as the GRC-9 and the
> GRC-109 plus the RS-6.  All are usable in the HF amateur spectrum alongside
> my Collins and Heath stuff.......
> 
> This list, as advertised, has the highest S/N ratio of any out there.  I
> think Jack does an FB job of determining what is acceptable or not and those
> who want to narrow or pre-ordain subject content should defer to the man who
> pays the bills.
> 
> For me, let the BA discussions continue.  Including those technical as well
> as historically significant posts concerning Mil Gear.  If it has tubes and
> weighs >20 lbs, its probably a BA.
> 
> And finally, thank you to those who contribute info that is helpful to those
> of us who may not be quite as advanced as you in matters pertaining to Mil
> BA's.  And to those who have nothing better to do than complain
> ------------------ do us all a favor!!!!!!!
> 
> The Farenheit 451 suit is on.
> 
> Tnx, all, es vy 73 de W4MIL
> 
> Chuck

------------------------------
From: PLT1032@aol.com
Message-ID: <2b.67da64c.2669c491@aol.com>
Date: Fri, 2 Jun 2000 22:16:49 EDT
Subject: Will Trade.........................
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

N.O.S. G-8A/GRC Hand Crank Generator with set of N.O.S LG-2B and LG-3B legs 
for DM-28 and PL-103 connector in V.G. condition. 
You pay difference in shipping costs.

Bob Lindgren
California

------------------------------
Message-Id: <4.2.2.20000602212126.00ac23a0@mail1.telalink.net>
Date: Fri, 02 Jun 2000 21:24:25 -0500
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
From: Tom Norris <badger@telalink.net>
Subject: Need good Y cord for Brandes phones
Cc: glowbugs@piobaire.mines.uidaho.edu, boatanchors@qth.net
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Subject says it all. Have a pair of Brandes "Admiral" phones,
the cording is shot, broken wires, frayed cloth. Phones work
though, but want to replace the cabling with something other
than Radio Shack "walkman" headphone cord. Any suggestions?
Am more than willing to use a good cord off a set of shot
phones should anyone have a set that has fried.

Tom Norris KA4RKT

------------------------------
Message-ID: <20000603022841.85128.qmail@hotmail.com>
From: "russ dworakowski" <wb3fau@hotmail.com>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: Re: ELECTRIC SERVICE QUERY - MORE
Date: Fri, 02 Jun 2000 22:28:41 EDT
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; format=flowed





>


>Been doing some further cking on electric service wiring here.
>
>I was wrong, many of you asked if demand or time of day service was
>involved.  Clue = screwy wiring to hot water heater.
>
>Yes, there is an empty, internally bypassed 2nd electric meter next to
>active meter, with lots wiring running hither & thither.  Walking around
>this metropolis of 900 souls shows some other houses with same.
>
>So at one time there must have been "fancy" billing here but no more.
>
>And yes, I will get an electrician in here to untangle the rat's nest of
>wiring.
>
>I would like to have it all come thru a single main panel.  But it's only
>rated for 100 amps (according to big cartridge fuses installed in it).
>There's an electric stove, electric clothes dryer, electric water heater &
>central a/c, so 100 A won't cut it!
John, Irecommend a new 200 amp service,  this way everything can have its 
own circuit breaker- its the best way to go since you have all those 
goodies.  I recomend
a Square D panel,  thats what I put in here and I have lots of room for new 
circuits.  Russ

________________________________________________________________________
Get Your Private, Free E-mail from MSN Hotmail at http://www.hotmail.com

------------------------------
From: DCrespy@aol.com
Message-ID: <7b.4e49eb0.2669cfd0@aol.com>
Date: Fri, 2 Jun 2000 23:04:48 EDT
Subject: RE: Military Comm gear on Boatanchors
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

I have to agree with Jim on this one.   There are many Mil radios were 
clearly part of Ham history (ARC-5, BC-348, BC-610, R-388 and R-390/A).  They 
are, for me, part of my personal Ham history and an interesting part of the 
list discussion here.   

But, it seems like much of the mil discussion is moving away from these 
classics and their modifications (yes, that's what we did with them 40 years 
ago) toward a much broader group of radios and accessories with a focus on 
historic mil condition/use.   

I just miss discussions of  Ham gear from Hallicrafters, Hammarlund, 
Heathkit, Viking, National, Gonset, Morrow ..... and so on.  I used to enjoy 
this list because the discussions crossed brand boundries very well.     

While I'd like to see a shift back, I realize that the shift would have to be 
driven by 'on topic' posts.  And somebody has to write them!   

73
Harry  KG5LO
Saline MI

> -----Original Message-----
> From: James C. Garland [SMTP:4cx250b@miavx1.acs.muohio.edu]
> Sent: Friday, June 02, 2000 11:04 AM
> To:   Old Tube Radios
> Subject:  RE: Military Comm gear on Boatanchors 
> 
> Hi Gang,
> 
> I'm glad Arden raised this issue, because I've been having thoughts along
> the same lines. While I enjoy reading some of the milcom postings, the
> general topic seems a bit far afield from the historic amateur radio
> thrust
> of the boatanchor list. This is a fuzzy line, I realize, since many
> devotees of vintage military communications gear are hams, and since some
> military radios (e.g., the BC-610, R-390A) are frequently used on the ham
> bands. Nevertheless, some discussion an policy clarification on this point
> for the List seems in order.
> 
> 73,
> 
> Jim Garland W8ZR

------------------------------
Date: Fri, 02 Jun 2000 20:08:19 -0700
From: Arden Allen <gumbear@pacbell.net>
Subject: Re: Military communications equipment collectors and restorers......
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Message-id: <0FVK000SA62ZMU@mta6.snfc21.pbi.net>
MIME-version: 1.0
Content-type: text/plain; charset=ISO-8859-1
Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

OK folks;

I never thought I would ever reply to myself on the List but I guess that's
how I want to point out how some of yoos guys react and don't read
CAREFULLY.  As Jack says, ya got "DEAF EYES".  Here it is again:
 
> I'm not wanting to create a controversy so please read carefully.  I have
> noticed over time the increasing percentage of postings on the List
dealing
> with the subject of military communications equipment and its application
> to the restoration of historical military equipment displays and museums.

> Although the radio restorations that are made operational are being
> operated in the amateur bands, making them appropriate for this list, it
> seems to me that there is somewhat of a mismatch between the theme of the
> BA list and the interests of milcom enthusiasts.  I read with interest
many
> of the milcom postings, especially where details of the history of use of
> the equipments are divulged, but the disconnect occurs for me in not
> understanding where the focus of such interest resides on the Web.  I
asked
> earlier if there was a milcom web ring and received no answer.  I assume
> that means there is none.  Wouldn't it seem to be a good thing to
organize
> a milcom web ring so that folks interested in the the activities of
milcom
> restorers and history researchers could browse the relevant websites? 
> Perhaps I am missing out on some information.......???

Well, this time I got my answer along with a lot of useles smoke and
flames.  THERE IS NO MILCOM WEB RING.  Although I never attempted to imply
that milcom postings don't belong on the BA Mail List, at least one of you
revealed the fact that THERE IS A MILCOM MAIL LIST.  That's at
<http://www.qth.net/info/milcom.info> for those of you who care.  I never
said anything against milcom postings.  Instead I pointed out that I enjoy
reading some of the postings that are not even related to ham radio, just
strictly military history.  Frankly, I whiz past the nomenclature
discussions but I don't resent them.  I agree with those of you that say
the development of military, commercial and ham gear is hopelessly
intertwined.  If you pound a key or push on a press-to-talk button to cause
a vakyewum toobed device to radiate RF and do it on the amateur frequencies
then it don't matter what it is or where it originated from.  It only has
to have an imperfect vacuum somewhere in it.  That's my understanding of
the BA policy.  The whole point of my posting was to query folks on WHERE
DO YOU GO ON THE WEB IF YOU GOT A REALLY SERIOUS CASE OF MILCOM
INTEREST????

THERE IS A BA WEB RING as I already posted.  You can tour many radio shacks
and read interesting stories and other information on many of those
websites.  When you are finished with a website you can click the NEXT
button and by that great digital dirigible that cruises the world you will
be carried into another hamshack stacked high with swealtering boatanchors.
 There are SOME boatanchor equipped ham radio websites with a MILCOM THEME.
 

Lotta the mil gear is solid state these days.  And that's where the rub
comes in.  If you are a MILITARY COMMUNICATIONS EQUIPMENT DEVOTEE do you
really care if a unit runs on tubes or transistors?  If your interest is
confined to HISTORICALLY SIGNIFICANT MILITARY COMMUNICATIONS EQUIPMENT does
it mean that Viet Nam era comm gear is not historically significant??  We
shipped an awful lot of transistors to Southeast Asia.

Now before you get your combat boots on the wrong feet and go searching for
your powder horn how do you support a DOUBLE STANDARD that says the BA Mail
List can accept diverse postings that don't have to strictly deal with
amateur use of tube operated equipment and at the same time require the
postings to be relevent to tube operated gear??  Why are postings about AM
table radios discouraged?  Didn't the French underground listen to coded
BBC broadcasts on such radios to receive instructions for the partisans
during WWII?

So then my question in this context is, IF THERE IS A KEEN INTEREST IN THE
HISTORICALLY SIGNIFICANT USE OF MILITARY COMMUNICATIONS TECHNOLOGY, DOES
THE BA MAIL LIST **ADEQUATELY** SUPPORT THAT INTEREST ..... AND ..... WHAT
OTHER WEB INFRASTRUCTURE CAN BE PROVIDED OR IMPROVED TO ADEQUATELY ADDRESS
THAT INTEREST?

I'm not suggesting that ANYONE be chased off of the BA List.  So get that
out of your head, lest you want to contribute to fouling up the BA list
with another series of silly arguements.

Arden  Allen   KB6NAX   Vallejo, CA   gumbear@pacbell.net

------------------------------
From: "Jim Berry" <basalop@gte.net>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Cc: <glowbugs@piobaire.mines.uidaho.edu>, <boatanchors@qth.net>
Subject: RE: Need good Y cord for Brandes phones
Date: Fri, 2 Jun 2000 20:27:50 -0700
Message-ID: <000001bfcd0b$b2364a60$fc020f3f@default>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
	charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit


Hello Tom,

A trick, passed on to me, though not a 100 percent cure, is to use
the cords from defunct wall charger devices.  They are usually thin,
and made of multistrand wire.  I have done this with an old set that
I have.  Sure would be nice to find an original replacement cord set.

73 Jim K7SLI

>
> Subject says it all. Have a pair of Brandes "Admiral" phones,
> the cording is shot,
> Tom Norris KA4RKT
>
>

------------------------------
From: "Jim Berry" <basalop@gte.net>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: RE: Military communications equipment collectors and restorers......
Date: Fri, 2 Jun 2000 20:27:53 -0700
Message-ID: <000101bfcd0b$b3c91f60$fc020f3f@default>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
	charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit


> Paul Monroe, W9MEH said:

> For those of us short on cash in the mid-50's, surplus mil
> gear at very
> low prices was the only way to get started. Not only that,
> it actually
> was better than most of the costly commercial gear available at the
> time.

I always felt that way.  I just could not understand why anyone would
pay the money they did for "ham grade gear", when old Mil Surplus
usually ran rings around it.  I swear that some of that old stuff
still works better then some of those black thing that looks like
VCR's.

73 Jim K7SLI

------------------------------
Date: Fri, 02 Jun 2000 20:47:22 -0700
From: Ken Corwin <kenc2@pacbell.net>
Subject: Re: ARC Type 15F components
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Cc: Boatanchors at the Porch <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Message-id: <39387FC9.EF6DC757@pacbell.net>
MIME-version: 1.0
Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii
Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

Hello, Pete -

The major components of the A.R.C. Type 15F VHF Navigation
Equipment (Mil AN/ARN-30D) are as follows:

        Aircraft Radio Corp.(14 or 28V)   Military ID (all 28V)

        R-34 receiver (108 - 126.9mc)      R-1020/ARN-30D
        DV-10A (28V) dynaverter             PP-2792/ARN-30D
        DV-11A (14V) dynaverter             --
        B-13A-1 converter                        CV-265A/ARN-30A
        E-14 or E-14A-1 rack                   MT-1175/ARN-30A
        M-10 mounting                              MT-1174/ARN-30A
        IN-10 or IN-10-1 course selector  ID-453/ARN-30
        C-81A control unit                         C-3436/ARN-30D
        A-13B antenna                               AS-580A/ARN-30

Hope this helps.

Ken Corwin

------------------------------
Message-Id: <4.2.0.58.20000602205144.00974180@pop3.concentric.net>
Date: Fri, 02 Jun 2000 20:56:59 -0700
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
From: Ed Zeranski <ezeran@concentric.net>
Subject: Re: Coastwatchers
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

At 11:36 AM 6/2/00 -0500, David L. Stinson wrote:
>Ed/All:
>
>I, too, have seen this photo of the BC-474 setup
>in the Philipines, but also can't remember where.
>Weren't some of them wearing doughboy helmets, Ed?
>I want to say it was in an issue of "Radio News,"
>but darn if I remember for sure now.
>Wish I could enhance my memory as easily as my computer's ;-).
>73 Dave AB5S

The helmets were the WWI type ( I think only 3 guys including the one 
staring right into the lens with a Springfield across his hips.)and the 
rest had straw/palm fiber or were bare headed. As said: I saw the picture 
years before the first MRCG  and only Hank Engstrom's radio brought back 
the memory.

------------------------------
From: Jderm740@aol.com
Message-ID: <42.64869e2.2669dc3a@aol.com>
Date: Fri, 2 Jun 2000 23:57:46 EDT
Subject: Re: Mil-Rads and History, etc.
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Hello to all

I see no problem with the Mil. restoration and use. In the past we have had 
periods devoted to singular brands and eras. Nationals, Hallicrafters, 
Hammerlunds and Collins. Much of the Collins was devoted to the Mil. 
versions. And why not. They seem to be the most available on the surplus 
market at prices that are affordable.

With respect to history. When it explains the whys and wherefores of 
seemingly illogical events or actions, then I see no problem. Personally I 
love history because it explains events before my time and how they now 
affect my life now. I lived through WWII and would have been in it if it went 
a little longer. As it was, I was lucky. I never had to hear bullets whizzing 
passed my head. Others weren't so lucky. But haveing lived in that period I 
became very interested the history of the period and have read a lot of 
different versions by various authors.

I think it's great that some members are saving and restoreing these pieces. 
I read all the posts as I constantly learn. I would hate to see the list 
become restricted to only one type of boatanchor. I think it would become 
quite dull and boreing.

So keep em comeing. And sooner or later the main subject will morph into 
something else.

Keep up the good work

Jack McDermott  

------------------------------
From: "Bill Hawkins" <bill@iaxs.net>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: RE: Military communications equipment collectors and restorers......
Date: Fri, 2 Jun 2000 23:21:20 -0500
Message-ID: <000801bfcd13$2b5f45c0$290aa8c0@darius>
MIME-Version: 1.0
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>From: Arden Allen
>I'm not wanting to create a controversy so please read carefully.

Well, I tried reading carefully, but it still looked like the seeds
of a controversy, namely that this list has a theme and its theme is
vacuum tube ham radio. That certainly was its original theme. But the
list attracted and kept a group of people with a lot of knowledge to
share. It also attracted a moderator willing to spend the time to
keep an eye on the list and keep it from drifting into the general
noise of the Internet. I'd say that the theme of the list has now
become vacuum tube electronics, where almost every post is either a
good question or a knowledgeable answer. There is no question that the
military caused the creation of some fine radio technology. That will
cause topics to go off in a military direction now and then. We also
do fine old test equipment, though less often these days.

I have a delete key as well as a save key. I have interests that don't
exactly match everyone else's, but this is the only list where I read
every post before making the decision. I'd like it to stay that way.

So Arden, while I like some of the things you've had to say, this time
I second what was said by Bobbi (who does, too, have a special virtue)
and Jerry and Nick and others who are writing at the same time I am.

Sincerely,
Bill Hawkins

------------------------------
Message-Id: <4.2.0.58.20000602210102.00971ab0@pop3.concentric.net>
Date: Fri, 02 Jun 2000 21:27:24 -0700
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
From: Ed Zeranski <ezeran@concentric.net>
Subject: Re: Military discussions
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

At 12:39 PM 6/2/00 -0500, brian.k.harris@philips.com wrote:
>I am glad this issue has been raised.  Posts concerning military history, 
>activity and non-communications equipment seem far from the list's 
>charter.  That said, let's keep the posts flowing that do help us restore 
>and use the military communications
>equipment some amongst us love.
>
>Brian Harris WA5UEK (home of a BC-610, three R-390A's, two SP-600's and 
>various military test equipment)
         YAY Brian! Eggs Ackley!  Mil gear was surplus to be screwed 
up...uh sorry ...'converted' ..back then when some of us had hair color ( 
and hair) . Didn't a grunch of BA interest start with the R390A etc?? I 
could get real 'In yer Face' about my RAL not being cool enuf to be a 
BA...Bite that! Same for RBA/RBB/RBC (check Electric Radio Folks) then 
TCS-12, RBS, R390A/R390, Command sets, BC-375 and BC-348.  Geeze ya gotta 
love 'em ! And...the silly things are at home right next to B&W 5100/ 
NC-300, Ranger I /HQ-170A-VHF, Viking II/HQ-150, Valiant/HRO-50T1, 
Adventurer/EAC R390A...and a shit load of Heath, EICO, Harvey Wells, CE, 
and Elmac. Bring on the Mil radio yak for old tube stuff on BoatAnchors 
then get yer butts on up to San Luis the first weekend in May !...any 
doubts will be vanquished. Hitting the road on Monday for another month 
gone so I guess I can be froggy as will not be here for 
flames.    Tough!..but will hit the radio club at the Duxford Air museum in 
UK.  Mil Radio belongs here folks, anything communications radiowise with 
tubes belongs here.

------------------------------
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